TON

man’s
litical
But
ase of
My
l1Iteen
better
beat
atisfy
:I(i(:])
\nger

1ship
s the

any
idual
spire
most
as a
show
1uch

Joes
tury
osed
nal
rial
ted
ded
vho
hat
the
ent

THE FACTOR OF PHYSICAL FORCE 223

1 our international conflict? Does it not, on the
ntrary, show that German destinies were swayed by
ry cool and calculating motives of interest, though

!
i

iterest interpreted in terms of political and economic
ctrines which the development of the last thirty

&) ) demonstrated to be obsolete NOr am
verlooking the *‘ Prussian tradition,” the fact of
firmly entrenched, aristocratic status, the intellectual
racy of pagan knighthood and Heaven knows what
Ise. But even a Prussian Junker becomes less of an
nergumen as he becomes more of a scientist,* and
Ithough German science has of late spent its energies
n somewhat arid specialism, the influence of more
lightened conceptions in sociology and statecraft
nust sooner or later emerge from any thoroughgoing
tudy of political and economical problems. Of course,
here are survivals of the old temper, but can it
riously be argued that when the futility of physical
rce to accomplish those ends towards which we are
Al striving is fully demonstrated we shall go on main-
taining war as a sort of theatrical entertainment ?
Has such a thing ever happened in the past, when our
mpulses and *“ sporting " instincts came into conflict
with our larger social and economic interests ?
All this, in other words, involves a great deal more

"

* (General von Bernhardi, in his work on cavalry, deals with
s very question of the bad influence on tactics of the *pomp
of war,” which he admits must disappear, adding very wisely :
“The spirit of tradition consists not in the retention of antiquated
rms, but in acting in that spirit which in the past led to such
rious success.” The plea for the retention of the soldier
because of his “spirit” could not be more neatly disposed of.
See p. 111 of the Faglish edition of Bernhardi’s work (Hugh Rees,

don).




